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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed January 28, 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant argues that Sit does not teach more than one controller 
nor the exchange of control messages between them. However, Sit discloses remote 
processor 157 and local processor 122. The CDMG sends a control message to remote 
processor 157 that lists the devices to be controlled (column 3, lines 63-67). The remote 
processor then sends a control message 171 to local processor 122 which then controls 
devices 110 (column 4, lines 3-9). These messages establish which devices to be 
controlled and then how to control them which is analogous to device control messages. 

2. Applicant argues that Sit does not teach a device that is remotely controlled. 
However Sit teaches that message 170 causes response message 171 that controls 
device 110 (column 4, lines 4-9). These exchanges of messages makes it possible for 
remote processor 1 57 to remotely control devices 1 1 0. 

3. Applicant argues that Crichton does not disclose all the limitations of claims 18, 
30 and those dependent thereon. Applicants claimed first controller and second 
controller are interpreted as Crichton's server end proxy and client end proxy 
respectively. The separate device would be the XServer. So the client end proxy 
establishes a connection to the server end proxy (column 5, lines 54-60) and then the 
XCIient sends device control messages to the client end proxy which then forwards 
them to the server end proxy that then controls the XServer (column 5, lines 17-25). 
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4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. Claims 1 - 4, 12 - 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Sit et al's Us Patent 6,349,336 B1 . Referring to claim 1 , Sit teaches: 

a. A first controller connected to the network on the first network side for 
receiving control messages from a control station (column 3, lines 63-65). 

b. A second controller connected to the network on the second network side, 
for receiving the device control messages from the first controller and controlling 
the operation of at least one device (column 4, lines 3-9). 

c. Wherein the first controller is configured to send the device control 
messages to the second controller after initiation of a connection to the first 
controller by the second controller (column 4, lines 28-31). 

6. Referring to claim 2, Sit teaches that the second controller initiates connection by 
sending a connection request to the first controller (column 3, lines 63-65). 

7. Referring to claim 3, Sit teaches that the access control means is configured to 
prevent connection requests from the first controller from reaching the second controller 
(column 2, lines 23-25). 

8. Referring to claim 4, Sit teaches that the connection is maintained between the 
first and second controllers following receipt of the connection request from the second 
controller, and to permit the first controller to send the device control messages to the 
second controller (column 4, lines 27-36). 
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9. Referring to claim 12, Sit teaches that the control station is configured to receive 
information relating to an event occurring at the devices via the first (column 4, lines 48- 
60) and second controller (column 4, line 64-column 5, line 1). 

1 0. Referring to claim 1 3, Sit teaches that the control station generates device 
control messages In response to received information (column 4, lines 39-42). 

1 1 . Referring to claim 14, Sit teaches that the control station initiates a connection to 
the first controller to enable it to receive information (column 3, lines 53-65). 

1 2. Referring to claim 1 5, Sit teaches that the first controller initiates a connection to 
the control station (column 4, lines 48-60). 

1 3. Referring to claim 1 6, Sit teaches that the first controller is triggered to Initiate the 
connection to the control station after initiation of the connection to the first controller by 
the second controller (column 3, lines 44-47). 

14. Referring to claim 1 7, Sit teaches that the second controller controls one or more 
devices (column 3, lines 51-53). 

15. Claims 18 - 20, 23 - 25, 29 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Crichton et al's US Patent 6,104,716. Referring to claim 18, Crichton 
teaches: 

d. Initiating a connection to a first controller from the second controller 
(column 5, lines 54-57). 
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e. Sending device control messages from the control station to the first 
controller and from the first controller to the second controller (column 5, lines 17- 
25). 

1 6. Referring to claim 1 9, Crichton teaches: 

f. A monitor station connected to the network for receiving information 
concerning the devices (column 5, line 28). 

g. A first controller for receiving information and sending information to the 
monitor station (column 5, lines 17-25). 

h. A second controller for monitoring operations of the device and sending 
information to the first controller (column 5, line 28). It is inherent that the data 
passes from the server proxy to the client proxy because that is how the tunnel is 
established. 

i. Wherein the first controller is configured to send information to the monitor 
station after initiation of a connection to the first controller by the monitor station 
(column 5, lines 17-19). 

17. Referring to claim 20, Crichton teaches that the system is configured to maintain 
a connection between the monitor station and the first controller and to permit the first 
controller to send information received to the monitor station without requesting a new 
connection (column 5, lines 17-29). 

1 8. Referring to claim 23, Crichton teaches that the second controller is connected to 
the network on the second network side (column 4, lines 35-37). 



